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REMARKS 

FavorabJc reconsideration, reexamination, and allowance of ilic present patent 

appHcationareiespectfimy requested in view of the foregoi^^ ameninents and the following 
remarks. 


Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication at page 3 o:: the Office Action that 
Claims 1-14 arc free of the prior art 

Information Disclosure Statement 

AppUcants acknowledge receipt, with the Office Action, of a copy of a form PTO- 
1449 that accompanied Applicants* Information Disclosure Statemert filed December 20. 
2001 in the present appUcation, as well as a copy of a form PTO-144 ? that accompanied 
Applicants' Information Disclosure Statement C'lDS") filed Decemb-rr 20. 2001 in co-owned, 
co-invented Application number 097938^93 C"293 application"). Applicants note that all of 
the citations Usted on the 1449 filed in the present application have buen lined through, and 
the foUowing statement written by hand on the bottom, "This IDS is :i duplicate of the IDS 
previously filed.** ITie 1449 returned with the Office Action in this a|jplication which had 
been filed in the '292 application indicates that the U.S. patent dtatioos have been 
considered, but not the one published International application. The ]Dccember 20"^ IDS in 
this appUcation fully compUed with 37 C J.R. §§ 1.97, 1.98, yet the Office Action indicates 
that none of tiie citations were considered. The Office Action does not indicate why the one 
published International appUcation was not considered in tiic 1449 fern the "293 ^plication, 
even though it's citation fully complied with 37 C.RR. §§ 1.97, 1.98. While Applicants 
understand tiiat tiiere may have beai aproblcm ai the PTO in matchirg tiic papers properly 
with their respective files, AppUcants' IDSs have fully complied with the appropriate rules, 
and therefore aU of tiie prior an cited therein must be considered. 
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"''■^^ U.S.App. No: 22^222^ 

AppHcants rcspectfiiUy request consideration of aU of the ref irences cited in the 
December 20* IDS in this application, and that the record properly iidicate this fact 
AppKcauts file herewith a diq,licatc of the 1449 filed with the December 20* IDS to assist the 
examiner in clarifying the record. 

Objection to ike TUte 

In the Office Action, at page 2, the Title was objected to. Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration of this objection. 

By way of the foregoing amendments. Applicants have amended the Title to address 
the concerns in the Office Action. Applicants lespcctfuUy submit thiit the Title is not 
objectionable, and therefore respectfully requests withdrawal of the objection thereto. 

Objection to the Drawings 

In the Office Action, at page 2, the drawings were objected to. Applicants 
lespcctftiUy request reconsideration of this objection. 

Applicants file on even date herewith a Request for Approval of Proposed Drawing 
Changes, in which Applicant proposes to add a new Figure 8 to the di-awings to address some 
of the remarks in the Office Action. SpecificaUy, Applicants propose to add a very simple 
bottom plan view of the inner cap 30, with portions broken away, so ihat the words 
"CAUnON NOT CHILD RESISTANT- arc illustrated No new matter would be added by 
^proval of this drawing addition, and further the additional drawing fully satisfies the 
requirements of Rule 83 and M.Pi.p. §-608.02(d). noted in the Office Action. A Brief 
Description of Rgure 8 has also been added, above. 

The Office Action also objects to the drawings submitted on I'Jovcmbcr 21. 2001, as 
allegedly introducing new matter to the application. SpccificaUy. the Office Action alleges 
that there is no.support in the application as originally filed for the pniscncc of "screw threads 
on the inner cap wall as depicted in figure 4 or on the outer cap wall ss depicted in figures 
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lA. IB. and 7. AdditionaUy. the scrcw threads do not appear to hav^ the same length 
between the drawing figures." 

Applicants enclose herewith copies of the drawings originally filed with the 
appUcation. Original Figure 4 plainly illustiates threads 120 on its ir>terior surface, and the 
disclosure at least at page 8. lines 4-8. provides further support: "For example the engaging 
means may be a thread bead for engaging the threaded exterior surfa-^ portion 50 of the 
container 40 shown in HGS. lA and IB. Preferably, the engaging neans is a single thread 
bead. More preferably, as shown in FIG. 4. the cngiging means is a double thread bead 
120." Accordingly, the illustration of a thread bead in Figure 4 is noc new matter to this 
application. 

In a similar manner, the threads on the outer cap illustrated in Figs. lA. lB,and7aie 
not new matter to the ^plication as filed. These figures, as originaUy filed, all include a 
thread bead 125. Rnthermoic. the disclosure as originaUy filed, at least at page 10. 
penultimate line, to page 11. line 2. provides further support: "For example, as shown in HG. 
7. the non-child resistant engaging means may be a thread bead for ejigaging the threaded 
exterior surfece portion 50 of the container 40. Preferably, the engaging means is a single 
thread bead. More preferably, as shown in HG. 7, the engaging means in a double thread 
bead 125." Accordingly, the iUustration of a thread bead in Figures 1 A. IB. and 7 is not new 
matter to this application. 

Concerning the statement in the Office Action about the lengtiis of the thread beads, 
clarification of the Office Action is respectfully requested. It is not clear if the Office Action 
is aUcging that new matter is somehow involved in the alleged inequality in the lengdi of the 
threads, or is merely an editorial comment about the drawings. Applicants note that the 
illustrations in the drawings need not. under the patent rules. necessarUy be to scale. 

Applicant lespectfuUy submits that the drawings, as Applicanl proposes to change 
them, are not objectionable, and flirtbeimore thai the November 21" drawings do not 
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introduce new matter to the application, and theicfore respectfoUy requests withdrawal of the 
objection thereto. 


Objection to the Specification 

In the Office Action, at pages 2 and 3. the Specification was objected to. Applicants 
respectfully request recomideratiou of this objection. 

By way of the foregoing amendments, Applicants have amended the Specification to 
address the concerns in the Office Action. Applicants respectfully submit that the 
Specification is not objectionable, and therefore respectfully request withdrawal of the 
objection thereto. 

Objection to the Claims 

bi the Office Action, at page 3, aaims 1-14 were objected to, AppUcants respectfully 
request reconsideration of this objection. 

By way of die foregoing amendments. AppLcanis have amen-led Claims 1, 2, 7, and 9 
to address the conoeros in the Office Action, Applicants rcspectfoUy submit that Claims 1-14 
are not objectionable, and therefore respectfuUy request withdrawal of the objections thereto. 

Rejection under 35 U,S.C § 112, Second Paragr<^h 

In the Office Action, at page 3, Claims 7 and 9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
second paragraph, as allegedly being indefinite. AppUcants rcspcctfiilly request 
reconsideration of these rejections. 

Applicants and the undeisigned have carefiiUy tevicwed the Cffice Action, the 
remarks therein concerning the clarity of the claims, and aU of the pejiding claims. By way 
of the foregoing amendments. Applicants have attempted to specifically address each of the 
comments in the Office Action concerning the claims' clarity, and res?ectfiilly submit that all 
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1. (Amended) A reversible child resistant closure for use witli a container, the closure 
having a child resistant mode when applied to the container in a first child resistant position 
and having a non-child resistant mode when appUcd to the container in a second non-child 
resistant position, the closure comprising: 

an outer cap con^smg a first circumferential side wall exiejiding from a top edge to 
a bottom edge, wherein the first circumferential side wall has a firet inner surface with a non- 
child resistant engaging means for [feteteable] rotatable engagement with the engaging 
means of the container and a first chUd resistant engaging means axiiUy offset fiom the non 
child resistant engaging means compiising a series of angular abutments extending about the 
first inner surface; and 

an inner cap con^irising a second circumferential side waU ex tending axially from a 
upper surface, wherein the second circumferential side wall has a second inner surface 
and an outer surface, the second inner surface provided with h second child resistant 
engaging means for [{etetea&Ie] rotatable engagement with tht engaging means of the 
container and the outer surface provided with a third child resistant engaging means 
• having a plurality of angular abutment surfaces complemenia.y to the series of 
angular abutments on ihe outer cap, 
the inner cap being coaxiaUy positioned and nested within the outer cap and axially movable 
between the first child resistant engaging means of the outer cap and the bottom edge of the 
cap such that the pluraUty of angular abutment surfaces of the inner cap engage the scries of 
angular abutments of the outer cap upon rotation of the outer cap to rotate the inner cap in a 
closing direction and in the absence of an axial force, cam over and past the scries of angular 
abutments of the outer cap upon rotation of the outer cap member in m opening direction to 
prevent rotation of the inner cap. 

2. (Amended) The closure of claim 1 . wherein the outer cap further comprises 
[griping] gripping means having a plurality of [kncrimcnls] Jcpurkneji ^ disposed about an 
outer surface of the outer c^. 


7. (Amended) The closure of claim 1 , wherein the angular abt itments of the series of 
angular abutments of the inner cap comprise a first sloped side and a cecond vertical side. 
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Wherein the first sloped side and [a] second vertical side define a second angle [wi*4he 
«ial] in a range of about 22 degrees to about 45 degrees. 


9. (Amended) Thedosuieof claim 5. wherein the angular at uiments of the series of 
angular abutments of the inner cap comprise a first sloped side and a second vertical side, 
wherein the first sloped side and fe] second vertical side define a seojnd angle h'ith tfac 
e*ial] in a range of about 22 degrees to about 45 degrees. 


